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 Erik Solie (Environmental Health): 

o No additional comments. 

 

Duke Johnson (Building and Inspections) 

 Not present. 

 

 Laura McCarthy (Fire Prevention): 

o Most of Fire PreǀeŶtioŶ’s ĐoŶĐerŶs ǁere discussed at the previous meeting. 

o Addressing of the buildings was discussed at the previous meeting Fire is working with 

Engineering and Police on determining the correct addressing for this parcel.  

 

 Heidi Miller (Police): 

o No additional comments. 

 

 Jen Desrude (Engineering): 

o Details need to be addressed on the plan before permits are issued. 

o Questioned if they will be able to meet the parking code or if they will need flexibility. 

Peters responded they will be very close.  

 Phase I of the project received a very small deviation from parking. It will come 

down to the number of stalls being constructed in the ramp.  

 The staff report shows a parking deviation. Looking at the tenants coming in the 

future phases, they may not need the deviation. 

 The developer may be able to reduce the number of seats in the restaurant to 

reduce parking stalls.  

 Mannel explained there may be some over calculation on the tenant side. Retail 

may be flexible one way or another. They have 424 stalls proposed.  

 If they have outdoor seating above 20 percent it is counted at the indoor ratio. 

The Planning Division came up with a requirement of 426 parking spaces.  Staff 

will work with the developer in trying to reduce the number of spaces to come 

within the Code requirement. 

o The developer needs to make sure the infiltration chamber is protected during 

construction and should be included on the plan.  

o There is a tree plaŶted oǀer a 36” storŵ seǁer that Ŷeeds to ďe ĐorreĐted aloŶg ǁith 
some other minor issues that need to be looked at. 

 

 Eric Wharton (Utilities): 

o There is a comďiŶed 6” fire serǀiĐe at the Ŷorth ďuildiŶg aŶd separate ǁater serǀiĐe oŶ 
the south. This is one parcel; therefore, single service into the building is required. It 

should come in from the south and the service from the west should be eliminated.  

 An alternative would be that the service on the west side serve as a fire hydrant 

lead, however, this may not be feasible because it is too close to the foundation.  

 Another option would be to cut off that service pipe and abandon it.  

 Mannel asked if it would be acceptable to route that pipe to the north and 

locate a hydrant away from the building foundation. Staff explained this would 

not improve hydrant coverage and would appear to be a redundant hydrant. 

Staff would like to have this pipe removed if it is not used. 

 The plan shows hydrant coverage. A water supply needs to be within 50 feet of 

the entrance. 



 Staff will work with the developer for other possible options. 

o A grease interceptor is proposed and an internal piping plan needs to be provided to the 

City.  

o The size of the interceptor is 3,000 gallons. 

 

 Mike Centinario (Planning): 

o The parking lot and parking structure lighting plan has been approved. A plan will be 

needed for the restaurant building.  

o The interior trash room issue has been addressed. 

o Staff reviewed the construction staging plan. The developer needs to make sure hotel 

parking structure is accessible during construction. 

o Staff would like to see an updated landscaping plan for the entire site. 

o Questioned the location of the utility meters. Staff suggested they be screened behind 

landscaping. 

o Staff will need to review the proposed Centria wall panel for conformance with the 

City’s ŵetals poliĐy. The ŵetals reǀieǁ ŵust ďe Đoŵpleted ďefore a ďuildiŶg perŵit is 
issued. Staff will provide the architect with the requirement sheet. 

o The west elevation does not yet met transparency or exemption requirements.  City 

Code requires that a primary elevation consist of 50 percent transparent windows 

between 2 and 10 feet. The proposed building consists of about 11 percent. There are a 

variety of potential options and staff would be happy to meet with the developer to 

discuss those options.   

 They will not be able to go out to the easement line because the footings have 

to stay back. 

 The applicant indicated they have already sacrificed hydrants because of the 

crowding and the corresponding interceptor and lines are looking difficult to 

construct.  

 There are complications they need to be mindful of. Ideally, there could be 

some revisions to the west elevation before the Planning Commission reviews 

this.  

 There was a similar situation at the Hyatt and the developer could talk to them 

about their issues.  

o Requirement of separating outdoor area where alcohol is served is a licensing issue. 

There needs to be some type of physical barrier whether it be shrubs, fencing, etc.  

There needs to be something that differentiates the area.  

o There are questions regarding the master sign element the developer needs to pull 

together.  


